Stepping towards Independence: NHLBI ESls resubmitting R01 grants at a higher rate than all other investigator groups
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Results

Figure 2: Probability of Not Resubmitting by Percentile Ranking <50
NHLBI Early Stage Investigator;
A0 RO1 Applications, FY 2010-2012

= Total # of NIH FY2010-2012 RO1 grants extracted: 34,240
= ESI resubmission status was significantly associated with Mean-

Background

RO1 grant receipt is a hallmark of research career independence.

Table 2: NHLBI-funded ESI grants by fiscal year and application type ( Using only grant
applications with A0 and Al submitted between FY 2010-2012)
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